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RKMARKS 


The indication of aJfowability of Claims 4 and 5, subject to theii" being rewriiLcn in independent 
form is noted wirh appreciation. By viriue of the foregoing amendment, claim 4 has been rewritten to 
be ill iudcpendent form tiirough the inclusion of all of the limitations of the claims upon which it 
previously depended. Thus it ii? believed that claims 4 and 5 arc now allowable. 

Independent claims 1 and 6 have been amended to emphasize their distinctions over the cited 
iMl and are submitted for reconsideration along with dependent claims 2 and 3. for the reasons now lo 
be set out. 

The noted relevance of the Spence et al reference applied by the Examiner is well taken and the 
claims have been amended to more fully distinguish over it. Spcncc el ui clearly is an attenipi to permit 
simple testing of electronic circuits, but requires the camera output to be interpreted by a complex 
neural network. Applicant, on the other hand, employs a device that reads the thermal imago and 
directly converts it into a tcmpcraiure output that requires no furiher interpretation. The claims have 
been amended to stress this difterence. Thus it is most respectfully submitted that this amcndmcnl 
places the case in condition fur allowance. 
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